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MICHIGAN LAW REVIEW 



such an act is within the power of Congress. We shall thus be able to 
avoid the danger pointed out by Mr. Chief Justice Taft in his opinion in 
the Bailey case, when he says, "Grant the validity of the law, and all that 
Congress would have to do hereafter in seeking to take over to its control 
any one of the great number of subjects of public interest, jurisdiction over 
which is reserved to the states by the Tenth Amendment to the federal Con- 
stitution, would be to enact a detailed measure of complete regulation of 
the subject and enforce it by a so-called 'tax' upon departures from it. To 
give such magic to the word tax would be to break down all constitutional 
limitations of the powers of Congress and completely wipe out the sover- 
eignty of the states." W. E. B. 



Supreme Court Reports. — The Review has been asked by the Court 
Reporter to publish the following statement: 

"Last July Congress passed an act (Public Act No. 272) providing for 
the publication of the Official Reports of the Supreme Court in the govern- 
ment printing office and for their sale to the public at cost of production, 
including a part of the appropriation made for the maintenance of the 
Reporter's office. This did away with the method of publication through 
contracts between the Reporter and private publishing houses, which had 
obtained from the beginning. The last contract of that kind expired with 
the publication of Volume 256, which completed the reports for the October, 
1920, term. The letting of a new contract to cover the opinions of the 1921 
term was impracticable, owing to the pendency of the legislation, to the 
expectation that it would be enacted long before it actually was, and to 
definite indications that, when enacted, it would supersede the contract 
method. 

"For various reasons incident to the ending of the old contract and the 
legislative change, editorial work on the opinions of the 1921 term was seri- 
ously delayed. Time also was consumed by administration preliminaries 
under the new law and in making necessary preparations in the printing 
office. Notwithstanding this, however, gratifying progress has been made. 
The reports of these opinions will be contained in three volumes, to be num- 
bered 257, 258 and 259, all of which, it is confidently expected, will be pub- 
lished in bound and pamphlet form before the close of the year." 



The Railway Strike Injunction. — The bill in this case was filed by 
the United States of America against various labor organizations, and officers 
of such organizations, concerned in the strike of railway shopmen. It alleged 
(in brief) a conspiracy on the part of defendants to compel the railroads 
to disregard the wage decision of the Labor Board, by obstructing the trans- 
portation of passengers and property in interstate commerce and the car- 
riage of the mails. A temporary restraining order was issued on September 
I, and a temporary injunction on September 25. None of the defendants 
answered the bill, but two of them appeared, moving to dismiss the bill and 



